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Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: the differences between the detailed structure of an open-jawed 
mount of the instant application and the detailed open jaw structure of Thomas have been discussed. Thomas shows 
an open jaw mouth having an open end and a closed end defining an outer perimeter, and a lower end of an elongated 
connecting rod is being connected to a middle portion of the outer perimeter of the close end wherein the instant 
application shows an open jaw mouth having an open end defining an inner perimeter and a closed end defining an 
outer perimeter, the inner perimeter comprising a first straight portion having a first end and a second end, a curved 
portion having a first end and a second end, and a second stright portion having a first end and a second end wherein 
the second end of the second straight portion is being connected to a lower end of the elongated connecting rod. 
Applicant provides the proposed claim 7 which includes a new issue, "friction ridges disposed on the first straight 
portion from the first end to the second end thereof, and on the second straight portion from the first end to the second 
end thereof. The proposed claim 7 in combination with the structural limitation of "the second end of the second 
straight portion of being connected to a lower end of the elongated connecting rod" appears to overcome the prior art 
of record. However, the proposed claims raise new issues that would require further search and reconsideration of the 
prior art of record. . 



